The amendments of the 1945 Indonesian
democratic constitutional state, democracy, and nomocracy complement each other. Democracy is selected by many countries, including Indonesia which has abandoned authoritarianism because of democratic values the principles of humanity more, guarantees the principal interest of the citizen and prevents absolute power.
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There is an underlying agreement for conducting the amendment using addenda gives rise to the consequence that the official text of the Constitution (1), (2), (3), and (5), Article 7A, Article 7B paragraphs (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), and (7), Article 7C, Article 8 paragraphs (1) and (2), Article 11 paragraphs (2) and (3), Article 17 paragraphs (4), Chapter VIIA, Article 22C paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4), Article 22D paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4), Chapter VIIB, Article 22E paragraphs (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), and (6), Article 23 paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), Article 23A, Article 23C, Chapter VIIIA, Article 23E paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), Article 23F paragraphs (1), and (2), Article 23G paragraphs (1) and (2), Article 24 paragraphs (1) and (2), Article 24A paragraphs (1), (2), (3), (4), and (5), Article 24 B paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4), Article 24C paragraphs (1), (2), (3), (4), Article 32 paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4); Chapter IV, Article 33 paragraphs (4) and (5); Article 34 paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4); Article 37 paragraphs (1), (2), 
THE PREAMBLE TO THE CONSTITUTION
Whereas Independence is truly the right of all nations and therefore colonization in the world shall be abolished, as it is not in accordance with humanity and justice. And the struggle of the movement towards the independence of Indonesia has now reached the moment of rejoicing to guide the people of Indonesia safely and soundly to the threshold of the independence of the State of Indonesia, which is independent, united, sovereign, just

No change.
* This translation is taken from Denny Indrayana, "Indonesian Constitutional Reform 1999 -2002 national referendum and the approval of at least 2/3 of the number of people who have the right to vote. Now the Chairman said that the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia could not be changed. I just want to remind that in the formulation of Article 37 like this there is "contradiction insubstantial's" because the authority of the Assembly itself not only to change the article but also able to change the entire of Constitution. I want to remind us about the fallacy of the New Order that states, to make changes to the 1945 Constitution must be carried out referendum which results declared more than 90% of voters who have the right to approve the referendum. Even for the rules like that, we able to pull out. So, I remind this Assembly does not do anything that contains contradictions in substantial because the authority of the Assembly to change the constitution beheaded by the Assembly itself. If we return to the old formula, we do not diminish the authority of the Assembly but give more requirement regarding changing the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia, not just filled as regulation in Article 37.
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Moh. Askin from Reformasi Faction also delivered his opinion.
"If we look at paragraph (5), everything was locked, and in my view, it seems there was a conflict in the terminology, and also in substantially, but also in the meaning of popular sovereignty ... in debate only the Preamble can not be changed. Why? Because in that Preamble Indonesia declared independence so that it should not be modified. And this provision that should be included if we want to include and not the paragraph (5) ... These things, in my opinion, is contrary to the principles of democracy. Different with the case with the ban to change the Preamble of the Constitution of 1945 because the Preamble is the declared of independence."
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Nurdiati Akma from Reformasi Faction delivered her opinion.
"The words of Article 37 paragraph (5) that we've discussed before being taken to Draft Team and Lobby Team seems better which means what is written on this screen same and related to the special rule on changes to the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia conducted through a national referendum, and the national approval of at least 2/3 of the number of people who have the right to vote. It means, in fact, the unitary state essentially can not be changed because it is so complicated too ... There is still a slight chance if anytime there are needs to be a change..."
J.E. Sahetapy from Partai Demokrasi Indonesia Perjuangan Faction supports the Draft.
"In democracies, such as in Europe, is known that there are provisions unamendable. I, concerning the opinion of my colleague Mr. Hartono Mardjono who argued about the contradiction in substantial, want to remind that in the world of law there are also provisions, the edge on blah blah blah, it means that there were always exceptions. Well, I am here do not want to argue academically, but I do not agree that in Article 37 paragraph (5 ) not included the Preamble of the Constitution of 1945."
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As a Speaker of A Commission, Jakob Tobing tried to explain the drafting process.
"Of course, this commission need to check before giving a decision. Although this proposal is the results conducted by a Working Team which we assigned and also through Lobby Team which are elements of faction leaders which we entrusted. So, several things that parts of information we can deliver. The first, whole concept of the Constitution is the Preamble which position is very high and do not part of the object of the amendment. So, it can not be changed. Therefore, Paragraph (1) of Article 37 have clear and clearly state that changes can only be made on the Articles. In the discussion at the initial level occurred disagreements that illustrate the opinions that delivered right now. As a piece of information, I just want to convey that in the end, Lobby Team have agreed with the established formulas in the slide earlier. With a careful consideration and it does take a very long conversation, all of us finally decided ..... It is an assertion that states by several speakers as attitudes which are incorporated herein reflect our will this time. As unamendable articles that are also known in the practice of other democratic countries. But the important thing is already an existing agreement. "There are constitutional guarantees about unamendable articles, the Preamble to the 1945 Constitution, which refers to Article 37 paragraph (2) of the proposed amendments. Thus there is no proposal to change the Preamble. But the provisions of paragraph (2) of Article 37 is an article... What is the guarantee that the Preamble will not be modified? The provisions about it are in Article 37 paragraph (2). Article 37 paragraph (2) is an article. So, people can also change the proposed amendment of this Article 37." 21 Jakob Tobing then explained.
"Articles of the Constitution of 1945 consists of the Preamble and the
Articles. Article 37 paragraph (1) states the change related to the articles. So, the Preamble can not be changed. It is a construction that we have agreed before. There is proposal as proposed by Pak Sahetapy earlier, but that is precisely had agreed at that time. So the proposal that was discussed by Pak Sahetapy has presented at that time. That's the things that we reached." of the people's sovereignty is not to be performed arbitrarily; rather than that, it must be by, and it must be based upon the Constitution. According to Tom Ginsburg, many constitutions purport to make some provisions immune from common amendment processes.
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"The Constitution of Turkey, for example, states that the character of the country as a secular democracy and republic cannot be changed, and forbids any proposal to amend these provisions. Thailand's constitution entrenches the monarch as head of state. Other countries purport to prohibit amendments with regard to such features as term limits, official languages and religions, flags and anthems, and the boundaries of sub-national units. I would tentatively suggest that we might begin by distinguishing the substantive provisions being entrenched from second-order proscriptions on debate or proposal of amendments. The latter seem to be of more serious concern, as they freeze the deliberative process that the constitution may be designed to encourage. Indeed, the prohibition on debate may conflict with other parts of the Constitution that are of equivalent normative authority, in particular, a right to free speech.
On the other hand, a substantive prohibition on amendment may perhaps be best effectuated by nipping proposals in the bud. And some issues such as the religious or republican character of the state may indeed be best handled by removing them completely from ordinary or constitutional politics. But others, in particular, the issue of term limits, do not seem so contentious as to prohibit all discussion of them. Term limits, after all, restrict democratic choice. Perhaps the only conclusion then, is that constitutionmakers should tread cautiously when purporting to make some provisions unamendable: different issues seem differentially suited to this approach, and second-order prohibitions on debate risk the unintended consequence of premature constitutional death."
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As Yaniv Roznai has observed, the content of unamendable provisions varies, but despite some minor exceptions, one can identify several common components.
The first notable protected group is the form and system of government. The second notable group is the state's political or governmental structure. The third prominent component is the state's fundamental ideology or "identity."
The fourth notable group is that of basic rights. The fifth notable group is that of the state's integrity. Then, some constitutions protect unique constitutional subjects, such as immunities, amnesties, reconciliation and peace agreements, are also known in the practice of other democratic countries. But the important thing is it's already an existing agreement".
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C. Discourse "Unamendable Constitutional Provision"
The existence of the eternal norms in the Constitution that often called as "an unamendable constitutional provision" for some experts considered being very disturbing for the journey of a nation state administration. Since there is such an obstacle to change a constitutional norm and this can be seen as contrary to the principles of republicanism 33 and democracy. However, if the norm that considered as the spirit of the constitution has changed, it will change not only the structure of the Constitution but also the constitutional system of the state, so that is the primary reason we need obstacles to change it.
In the context of Indonesia, the unamendable constitutional provision has two meanings. First, the norms explicitly state so there is a substantial obstacle that can not be interpreted differently. Second, although there are some significant barriers, there were no procedural barriers to transforming the perennial norm.
According to Yaniv Roznai, if unamendable provisions are non-selfentrenched, unamendable principles or rules may be amended in a double amendment procedure.
"The first stage is to repeal the provision prohibiting certain amendments through an amendment, an act that is not in itself a violation of the constitution. The second stage is to amend the previously unamendable principle or provision, which is no longer protected from amendments. This approach finds supporters in the French, Norwegian, and American debates."
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Article 37 UUD 1945 after a complete amendment of the Constitution reads, 1. A proposal to amend the Constitution may be placed on the agenda of a session of the People's Consultative Assembly if it is proposed by not less than one-third of the total number of members of the People's Consultative Assembly. 2. Each proposal to amend the Constitution shall be submitted in writing and shall clearly show the parts which are proposed to be amended, with reasons. 3. In order to amend the Constitution, not less than two-thirds of the total number of members of the People's Consultative Assembly must be present at the session. 4. Decisions to amend the Constitution shall be made with the agreement of not less than fifty percent plus one member of the entire membership of the People's Consultative Assembly. 5. Provisions relating to the form of the unitary state of the Republic of Indonesia may not be amended.
Based on these norms, there is no differentiation procedure to change the 
III. CONCLUSION
After the amendments of the 1945 Indonesian Constitution, on Chapter XVI about Amendments to the Constitution, the originators created Article 37 paragraph (5) shows that the originators only wants to strengthen the important system of unitary state because there is no differences process in amending articles of the
